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P.4?.TIES> ATCJISON, TOPXA .AxD SLJTA Fs ;IAILiGAY coxPpPsY 
TO 

DISEuTz; 3XOTXE~iOOD OF ~L4I::T%X&X!E OF,:JAY YXPLOYEZS 

STATEXDT OF CLAIX: 

1. That the Carrier's decision to remove Plains Division Tracicman 
-4 . D. Valadez from service as result oc 
?, 13i31 was injust. 

i investigation 'held December 

* 
2. T'aat the Carrier now,reinstate claimant Valadez to his former 
position with seniority, vacation, all benefit rights cdmpairad 
and pay for all wa-e loss beginning .Januaq 6, 1962, foEcard and/or 
oeiemise made who t e because the kwestigation transcript does xzot 
contain substantial evidence that claimant violated the rules 
charged with in the Notice of Investigation and even if the Carrier 
offered substantial evidence claiment violatad the rules,, discharge 
is wholly excessive and harsh. 

FIXl3I;TGS : , This Public Law Board Ho. 1532 finds that the parties 
aerem are Carrier and Zmployee within tha meaning of the Railway 
Labor Act, as amended, and that this Board has jurisdiction. 

In this dispute the claimant was charged with having marijuana in 
his possession in Santa Fe Box Car AT-203133 at Ft. Stockton, Texas 
on ?Tovember 17, 1981. Pursuant to the investigation the claimant 
was discharged from the service of the Carrier. 

The evidence establishes that on November 17. 1951 Division Soecial 
Agent Gmvin Cain, hrristant Division Special Agent Curtis Hoiden; 
and Special Agent Billy M. Pitzer were inspecting Bunk Car AT-293133 
at a siding at ?t. Stockton, Texas. 

Special &gent .Pitzar testified that there was a brown zipper suit- 
case on top of one of tie bunks, that it was open, and the flap sra; 
laid back. He further testified that Special Agent Cain founa a box 
inside the suitcase which was a brown wooden box with cming on the 
front; top and sides, and in this box he found some plastic bags, 
pipes, cigarette papers and things of that nature, along with a 
nedicine bottle. 

Special Agent Pitter then testified that the plastic bags containad 
a green plant substance which was suspected to be marijuana, and they 
took the boxes out of the bunk car. he further testified ihere was 
identification therein for a driver's license for the claimant. 



S.xciai Agst ?itzer fuzt!aer t22tifLed char he Later retura2.d to 
& &-.-.< (.a, and talked wits tLe claknaat, a~.?. r;?e clai;sant idAn- 
;i.fiad the suitcase as beiongkg to hin m.d that tha box and ths . . coilt2rZs thereof were nas. 

Tes thony reveals that later th2 ?lat substarxas in the plastic 
bags were analyzed and detazmined to 3e zazijuaaa. 

The Car-i ier has established rules that it is a serious 0Eense to 
use or have psessioa of drug? while on Corpxny prcperty. This 
LS a r2asonanAe rule and one wnich is uaiforzly enforced through- 
out t!xe railroad industry. 

,The F?loyaes should be warnad that possession of li?arijuana, even 
:Loug.n not i~tem$ed for use while ori duty or -.kile on Cmpazzy ?;o- 

is a serious violation of the Carrier's rules and such will 
f-z%y permanent discharge. 

The claizaant herain admitted that the raazijuana was his and that 
he did use marijuana when off luty. Under all of the circumtancss 
involved in this case, it is the opi;lion of the 3oazd that there is 
no justification to ovetrule the decision of the Carrier: 

.\3A33 ': Claisl denied. 

Dated at Chicago, Illinois 
May 28, 1982 

hgauazation %mber I 


